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INTRODUCTION
The growth of trade between the Ottoman Empire and Western Europe is one indication of the commercial integration between the Levant and Atlantic during the seventeenth century. Another is the increased exports of precious metals (gold and silver) from Europe throughout the Ottoman areas to the East. Compared with levels achieved at the end of twentieth century, trade in goods and capital flows between the Levant and Atlantic during the seventeenth century is Hence, until the end of the sixteenth century, the Ottoman Empire enjoyed significant and even increasing profits by the spice and silk routes from the East to the Mediterranean. However, starting at the beginning of the seventeenth century, this situation began to change when the Northern Europeans appeared as active nations in the profitable Far East trade as well as the Levant trade (Mantran 1987 (Mantran : 1433 . These developments forced the Ottomans to seek strategies for maintaining their considerable profits from the trade routes from the East to the West. Therefore, they encouraged the newly rising western nations to trade in the Ottoman territories by granting them some privileges ("capitulations") in the same period. It was quite natural that the Ottoman rulers pursued economic and political aims by granting capitulations to these western nations. Consequently, the new commercial powers of Europe-the Dutch, the English, and the French-increased their trading activities in the Levant during the seventeenth century.
It seems that while the seventeenth century witnessed strong commercial and economic expansion of the Northwestern European nations, France, England and particularly the Dutch, for the Ottoman Empire, this age marked difficulties and therefore a transformation period. However, according to Wallerstein, the Ottoman state was a 'world empire' while Braudel regards it as a 'world economy' during the sixteenth and the seventeenth centuries. 5 Braudel is the first historian to approach the economy of the Mediterranean, the centre of gravity of the world economy in the sixteenth century, from a global angle (Braudel 1972) . He demonstrated that the history of European expansion can be viewed as the history of an expanding world economic system, which during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries centred on Amsterdam and London (Braudel 1978: 17-27 ). According to Wallerstein, while the Ottoman Empire was outside the capitalist world system, the Dutch Republic became the core of the new western capitalist world system in the seventeenth century. He attempted to improve Braudel's static analysis by introducing the concept of the 'world economic system' (Wallerstein 1974; 1978-80) .
In analysing the role of the Ottomans and Dutch in the commercial integration of the Levant and Atlantic, the change of the centre of the European world economy and of the relations between the new economic centre of Europe and 5 According to Wallerstein's concept of a 'world empire,' the state played a central role in commercial relations (Wallerstein 1974; . But in Braudel's definition, Ottoman traders controlled the vital local routes linking the different parts of the empire (Braudel 1972 ). Thus, "in the 'world economy' merchants rtrq capable of making the state act in conformity with their interests, in the 'world empire' ?hd state apparatus dominates the scene and merchants play second fiddle (have a secondary role)" (Inalcik 1994: 479).
the Ottoman Empire needs to be stressed. Before the seventeenth century, the Mediterranean region was the centre of the world economy and the Ottoman Empire was a very important power in that area. However, in the following years, the centre of the world economy shifted to the Atlantic. As Braudel states, the Levant trade continued to flourish despite 'the discoveries and some fundamental changes in the world economy of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries ' (1972; 1978) . However, Venetian trade was declining in the Levant, while French, English and Dutch trade registered an increase from the last quarter of the sixteenth century onwards. In other words, it was not so much European Levant trade which was declining in the early modem period, but traders were no longer Italians, rather they were French, English and Dutch. Before 1612, because of the non-official position of the Dutch merchants in the Ottoman ports, the corsairs were the main obstacles for their trading activities in the East Mediterranean. As a matter of fact, piracy was a serious obstacle in the Levant for the merchant vessels. Moreover, there was a close connection between trade and piracy. According to Braudel, when there were no merchant vessels, there were no pirates (1972: 883). Therefore, it was very important for the States General to establish direct diplomatic contacts with the Ottoman authorities.
THE DUTCH APPEARANCE IN THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE
At first the Dutch merchants concentrated their trade in the old emporia of the Levant: Cyprus, Cairo and the ports of Syria (Steensgaard 1967: 13-55 A capitulation guarantee had pre-eminence over the laws of the empire and, upon drawing up a capitulation, the sultan sent orders to local authorities to abide strictly by its provisions. It was not a "treaty" but a "freedom" or "privilege" granted to the Europeans to trade freely throughout the Ottoman territories (Inalclk 1979 (Inalclk : 1179 . But in practice the members of foreign nations were permitted residence only in certain ports, and within these ports usually only in specified quarters or caravanserais. However, in izmir, Aleppo, Galata and other Ottoman trading cities, they enjoyed considerable freedom of movement.
Our main focus is the capitulations granted to the Dutch Republic. They were granted twice in the first half of the seventeenth century, first in 1612 and then in 1634, and once in the second half of the century, that is in 1680. In order to understand the new status of the Dutch in the Ottoman area one has to examine the capitulations of 1612. The sultan solemnly promised (articles 6 and 55) that capitulatory guarantees were above the law. Those Ottoman subjects who resisted their application or violated them were declared rebels against the sultan and punishable as such.
All capitulatory privileges and guarantees were granted to the Dutch by these The Ottoman government's regulations regarding precious metals, as formulated in the capitulations granted the English and Dutch, stipulated that no duty was to be levied on the import of gold and silver coins. These coins could not be converted into Ottoman coins in the local mints (article 1) and orders were sent to the provincial authorities to this effect. Such measures served Ottoman finances and the Ottoman economy in general, since exactly at this time the empire was suffering from a dearth of precious metals (Inalcik 1951, 651-61). But this policy would finally result in financial and economic upheaval with the invasion of the Ottoman market by counterfeit coins imported chiefly by the Dutch. The Dutch were permitted to bring in and take out goods by sea to the Black sea ports, including Trabzon and Caffa, and by land to Azov and Moscow, and Dutch ships coming from Dumyat and Alexandria could carry goods to Istanbul or other places belonging to the Muslims. These clauses were evidently favoured by the Ottomans in order to profit from Dutch shipping and contribute to the feeding of Istanbul from the two most important areas, Egypt and the northern Black Sea (article 6).
In the Dutch capitulations, guarantees against corsair acts show how concerned Western nations had become about increased privateering in this period. The sultan promised that any Dutch subject, enslaved by the corsairs of Algiers, would be freed and his property returned in its entirety (article 17). The consuls could not arrest the Dutch merchants nor steal their houses. Merchants' lawsuits involving consuls and dragomans (translators) had to be heard at the Sultan's Court (article 6).
In comparison with Venetians and French, the Dutch capitulations provided more extensive privileges and guarantees. The Dutch were granted a 2-3% rate of customs duty16 (article 46) instead of the 5% paid by the Venetians and In spite of the fact that Ottoman trade regulations occasionally forbade the export of some luxury commodities such as leather and precious metals and some bulky commodities such as grain, as a result of the capitulations Dutch merchants were allowed to export non-strategic goods, such as cotton, cotton yarn, leather and beeswax (article 3). As for the most significant trade items, reference is made to silk from Aleppo and other places, and to Dutch exports of lead, tin, iron, and steel (articles 43 and 46). A purpose was to import unprocessed war materials to the Ottoman Empire. In the capitulations the statement that "the Dutch import into our well-guarded dominions of lead, tin, iron, steel and other scrap metal merchandise may not be hindered" (article 46) was very clear. Dutch subjects would be free to transport their goods on ships of non-capitulatory powers, or corsairs, without confiscation by Ottoman authorities. Furthermore, the security of person and property was guaranteed, including testamentary rights, ship repairs, emergency aid and the abolition of the sultan's rights in case of a shipwreck. In case of complaints, redress might be sought from the Porte (article 1).
The Dutch capitulations, like others, contained an article stating that rights mentioned in the first French and English capitulations apply to the Dutch. Any major differences of opinion that might arise between subjects of the Sultan and the Republic were to be referred to the Sublime Porte and to the Dutch ambassador residing there.
The first capitulations granted the Dutch were renewed by Sultan Murad in exempt from kassabiye, masdariye, reftiye, yasakpi and bac duties (BBA ED 22, 39). They were Ottoman taxes levied on all merchants trading in the market, except merchants with privileges such as granted in the Dutch capitulations. 17 There was a common view that the first single 3% customs was granted to France which renewed their capitulations of 1673 (Inalclk 1959: 96) . However, the registers of the Dutch capitulations clearly show that the Dutch were the first who were legally granted the maximum 3% rate (see article 46, 56 in the Dutch capitulations).
1634.'s The second capitulations contained the same rights for the Dutch merchants in the Ottoman territories as the first. THE OTTOMAN AUTHORITIES AND THE DUTCH NATION IN THE LEVANT
One can easily understand that both the central and local Ottoman authorities paid a great deal of attention to providing security on the land and sea for the western merchants, and thus earning income for their treasurers and meeting the needs of Ottoman people. The Ottoman provisionist mentality19 played an especially crucial role in this process. In order to realise this aim, the western merchants were very important, while security was of primary concern to the traders in the Ottoman territories.
After establishing diplomatic relations in 1612, the Dutch ambassador in the Sublime Porte, Cornelis Haga, made efforts and paid special attention to developing economic relations between the two nations by entering into close cooperation with the Ottoman authorities to protect the rights of the Dutch merchants in the Levant.20 Theoretically, Dutch merchants were protected from piracy and enslavement at the hands of the corsairs thanks to the capitulations. In spite of significant efforts deployed by the Ottoman bureaucrats and officials, establishing a safe commercial area was not easy to accomplish.
After 1612 taining to the Levant. And most of the time they managed to achieve their goals regarding the organisation of the Levant trade. For instance, there were some custom duties for commodities coming from abroad. The customs duty levied on commodities coming from the Levant, was generally 1%. After a petition of the Levant organisation to the Dutch authorities in 1663, certain changes were made in the custom duties for certain Levant products. According to this new regulation, special rates were imposed for some of the merchandise coming from the Levant, such as Turkish yarn, cotton, cotton yarn, goat wool, camel hair, natural drags, rice, soda, potash, wood, leather, and carpets.32 Obviously, textile products were the main commodities. The import custom duty became 2% for these products in the Dutch Republic. According to the rules, the Levantine Directorate could impose the new customs levies on the trading goods in the Levant. A share of these duties levied by this organisation in all Dutch ports was assigned to meet its financial needs. After 1663 an additional "Levantine duty" was imposed by the Directorate on all Levantine goods imported into the Netherlands. This was an additional duty of 1% levied on all commodities (except on ships proper and on cash money) loaded on ships sailing for or returning from the Ottoman Empire.33 So they managed to raise the custom duty from 1 to 2%.
Most problems encountered by the Dutch merchants in the Ottoman territories came from assessing the value of the commodities and thus the paying of taxes or customs duties. According to the capitulations, the Dutch merchants had to pay a maximum of 3% customs duties to the tax farmer of the imperial customs, giimriik emini. The customs duties were paid on the value of the commodities. Occasionally, a controversy occurred between the Dutch merchants and the Ottoman officials. The conflict mostly resulted from disagreement on the value of the commodities. Various taxes had been levied to be paid by traders such as masdariye (on the goods imported by the Ottomans), miiruriyye or bac-i umur (transit permit) and selamet izn-i (permit for passage of vessel) in the Ottoman Empire; and finally, the merchants were given the a tezkere (licence) that permitted the goods to be transported to any part of the Empire, without being subject to any other tax. According to the regulations, the Dutch merchants were exempt from the duties of kassabiye, masdariye, reftiye, yasakgl and bac.35 The archival documents indicate that local customs officers caused the problems for the Dutch traders by demanding such taxes nonetheless. However, the Dutch merchants also tried to avoid paying official custom duties in the ports of the Empire.36
Goods transported or imported by sea were subject to customs duties, whereas wares transported by land were exempt from these duties, unless trade was carried out by Muslim and non-Muslim subjects of the Ottoman Empire. In general, exports to Europe were discouraged to provide abundant goods and foodstuffs for the domestic market. Foreign merchants were permitted to bring in fine woollen cloth, especially London and Flemish (Felemenk cukasi) cloth, metals and bullion, which were in great demand in the Levant. The export of scarce merchandise was prohibited in times of drought. Lists were issued periodically by the Ottoman government denoting goods prohibited from being exported. The amount of customs duties was calculated on the basis of the estimated value of the commodity, ad valorem, by the office of the tax-farmer of the imperial customs, the giimriik emini.
The Ottoman Empire began to establish the new tax farming system in the last decade of the sixteenth century. Thus, in the following century, most giimriik emins of the Ottoman ports were individual and private. There were also many non-Muslim tax farmers in the Empire during the same period, who tried to obtain as much custom duties from the merchants in the Ottoman territories as possible.37 Throughout the period under study, there were numerous comAlexandretta, Aleppo, etc. are, as before, 3% but not more, and merchants must not be dis- . These complaints usually fell into two general categories. The first was related to the giimriik emins attempts to alter the procedure for taxation on items stipulated as taxable, while the second was related to the claim that customs officers tried to tax items which had been traditionally exempt from taxation. The Dutch merchants complained that the custom officers often tried to tax the merchants not by a percentage of the assessed value of the commodities they had imported or exported but rather by their volume and type.38
The consular representatives of the foreign merchants of each nation were paying 'avanias' or arbitrary payments to the local authorities. The Dutch merchants were also comforted with the avanias, frequently required by the local officials. Occasionally, the foreign merchants managed to avoid paying avanias by offering gifts to the local authorities. The avanias constituted 1 to 2% of the value of a merchant's imported and exported commodities. These accounts were kept by the ambassador and consuls, respectively. Since the Dutch merchants in the Levant tried to avoid paying the avanias, Dutch representatives applied to the Ottoman government for a solution to these problems (Heeringa 1917 The other complaints of the traders were related to the monetary conditions of the Ottoman Empire in the seventeenth century. According to some Dutch merchants, the most important problem was created by the Ottoman money market. It is a fact that the Ottoman Empire was a great empire and had large public expenditures. That is why it absorbed most of the money from the mar-
Niel Steensgaard (1967: 32) states that "the conflict is very well illustrated by a petition by the Levant merchants in Amsterdam to the States-General in 1615:
1-The consul should be a scrupulous man, and must not carry on business on his own account.
2-A cottimo on the Venetian model ought to be established in the nation. 3-The consul should receive a fixed salary. 4-Gifts must only be made with the nation's approval, and they should be paid from the cottimo, as is done by the Venetians.
5-Other extraordinary expenses on the nation's behalf should be paid from the cottimo as well, including the frequent gifts now being neglected on account of the consul's economic situation.
6-Should the cottimo not suffice in case of a large extraordinary expense, a tansa (special duty) as large and as protracted as necessary should be imposed on the members of the nation, only of course with the nation's cosent. Consequently, various problems occurred in the Levant in the relations between the two communities, the Dutch and the Ottomans, as well as with the other westerners. Official authorities from both sides made great efforts to solve these problems. But there was a large difference between theory and practice. 502, 523, 569, 591, 642, 647, 687, 697, 704, 860, 898, 1035, 1087, 1165,  1351, 1529, 1622, 1627, 1823, 1916, 1974, 1990, 2184) . 50 The By the middle of the century, the essence of the Dutch Levant trade became the exchange of mohair yarns for the Dutch fine woollen cloth which was made in Leiden and Haarlem. Ottoman Anatolia appeared as the foremost market for this commodity and it was the only source of supply of mohair yarn, the raw material for camlet, which was Leiden's second most significant product after laken during this period. By the 1670s the Dutch Republic became a significant importer of wool as well. It was dependent upon raw materials from Spain and especially from Ottoman Anatolia. During the third quarter of the century, exports of Leiden lakens to izmir and Aleppo rose to around six thousand pieces yearly (Heeringa 1910 : 98, 303) .
THE DEVELOPMENT AND THE ZENITH OF THE OTTOMAN-DUTCH COMMERCIAL RELATIONS IN THE SEVENTEENTH
Israel believes that the most successful phase of the value of Dutch woollen products exported to the Ottomans was during the third quarter of the seventeenth century (Israel 1989: 224-27 For the Europeans, Izmir became the international entrepot for all kinds of commodities between the East and the West while the other cities became important producing and local trading centres. All these centres produced the main raw materials for the textile industries of the Empire and Europe. Following such trading centres as Aleppo, Istanbul, Bursa, Cyprus, and Izmir; some other cities also became production centres. From the middle of the century onwards, all these centres appeared to become very important cities in providing the raw materials for the European world economy.
Ottoman foreign trade did not fall in value after the decline of the Western Mediterranean economy. Instead of the Italians, due to the Ottoman economic policy, the Northern Europeans became the leading western traders in the late sixteenth and seventeenth century. By granting privileges (capitulations) to the French and English in the sixteenth century, and later to the Dutch in the seventeenth century, the Levant trade continued in the early modern period. Nevertheless, the Ottoman-Dutch commercial relations marked the beginning of certain changes in the production process of the Ottoman economy.
Although the Ottoman economic policy was directly concerned with the control of the economy, it seems that the main objective of this policy was not to protect Ottoman manufactures from foreign competition. On the contrary, the Sublime Porte maintained its traditional liberal policy.52 While the Ottomans made a great deal of profit by exporting raw materials to the countries in the 51 We can get an idea about the merchandise, which was traded between the Levant and Western Europe in the second half of the seventeenth century from the Appendix. It reveals the amount of custom duties on certain goods. It also shows how much duties were paid by Dutch merchants to Ottoman authorities per article. 52 It can be said that the Ottoman government's main concern was taxation and allocation, and open borders for commodities were perceived as a means to increase income in this respect.
Atlantic, the economy of the Empire began to become a producer of raw materials for Western Europe as well as for the Leiden textile industry. Thus, by providing raw materials, the Levant market began to play a significant role in the development of the textile industry in Western Europe. For the Ottoman Empire this marked the beginning of becoming an exporter of raw textile materials, particularly silk,53 cotton, mohair and wool rather than being an exporter of manufactured products. Furthermore, the Ottomans were not only important in the seventeenth century because they supplied the Europeans with raw materials used in textile production but also with grain. Consequently, the Ottoman economy increasingly opened itself to Europe in agriculture, industry and trade in the same period.
The regional and interregional trade in grain, silk, cotton, mohair yarn, wool, silver, etc. flourished and the production of the raw materials increased in the Ottoman economy. The treasury of the Empire collected a great amount of custom duties from the western merchants' activities in its territories. However, the Ottoman textile manufacturers began to be affected by these developments, as was observed in the case of the silk industries in Bursa (Cizakqa 1978; 1985) . The raw silk prices in Bursa increased by 293% in the period between 1550 and 1650. One can conclude that the increased exports of raw materials from the Empire to Europe, in which the European traders, especially the English and the Dutch had a significant role, provide an explanation for these price increases.54 In fact, the Ottoman industrial production did not decline in the seventeenth century either.55 However, the European demand for raw textile materials led to some changes in the industrial production of the Empire. The Ottomans themselves started to prefer European cloth and concentrated on the production of the raw materials instead of final cloth products. This process began to accelerate towards the middle of the seventeenth century. Domestic final cloth production entered a new phase of stagnation after tremendously increasing yarn 53 Silk exports from the Empire to the West included both the Ottomans' own production and some Iranian silk. This meant that the Ottoman Empire was the exporter of Iranian silk to the West as well as of its own production. However, the exact share of Iranian silk in total Ottoman exports of silk is difficult to determine. 54 The lack of data on raw materials used in textile production in the Empire for the period between 1571 and 1699 leads to some difficulties in making a complete analysis of the topic. The Dutch were active in trade of cotton, silk and especially mohair yarn. Therefore, iizakqa's study in particular may give an idea about the results and effects of European imports from the Empire as regards Ottoman industrial production in the early modern period. 55 For more information on the industrial production of the Empire in the seventeenth century, see Gerber 1988 and Quataert 1994. exports to the Atlantic world. Consequently, mohair yarn (sof) production and the number of producers increased in Ankara in the seventeenth century. Furthermore, the population of Ankara in the seventeenth century did not decrease and may have in fact grown.56 According to Cizakga, the prices of locally produced cloth also increased during the same period, but at a far slower rate than the raw materials (Cizakqa 1978) . The increase in the European demand for the raw materials led to the growth of production in raw materials in the Ottoman economy. While the prices of raw materials increased, cloth prices failed to increase at the same rate. As a result of this development, the production of raw materials became more profitable than the production of cloth in the Ottoman Empire. This probably caused a relative shift in domestic activity from the production of cloth to the production of raw materials. This development marks the mutual influence of the Ottoman economy and the western European world economy in the early modern period. Ottoman seventeenth century observer Naima complained that the Empire began to become the main area for production of raw materials but a good market for consumption of final textile products ( century. Dutch merchants played a major role in the import of these coins to the Empire. Cotton, linen, wool, silk and mohair yarn became the main raw material for Western European textile industries in the seventeenth century. Ankara became an important producing and trading centre for mohair yarn in the middle of Anatolia, while Bursa was a significant production and trading centre for silk in the western part of Turkey. The Dutch merchants in the seventeenth century, and later merchants from other western nations tried to establish their own production 60 Pamuk states that "the peak in the traffic was reached between 1656 and 1669. J.B. Tavernier estimates the total volume of European coinage that went through the Ottoman customs at 180 million pieces, or at more than ten million Spanish pieces of eight. In gold, this corresponded to more than six million Venetian ducats. In addition, some unknown quantity was smuggled into Ottoman territory in part by bribing customs officials. According to another estimate, an average of 22 ships arrived at the port of Izmir every year during this period, all loaded with these debased pieces. Such volumes suggest that the remaining good coins in the Ottoman markets were being taken back to southern Europe and reminted as base luigini and re-imported to the Ottoman markets" (Pamuk 1997: 350 It may be said that the Ottoman exports, though they contained only a small fraction of the total world trade in the early modern times, made a significant contribution to the economic evolution of Western Europe. Main items from the Levant such as wheat, cereals, cattle, hides, olive oil, wool, linen, mohair, silk and cotton reached Europe and this led to the institutionalisation of international commodity markets in world trade and production. The Dutch merchants were the most active community both in the trade of bulky and luxury commodities between the Empire and Europe. They sent these products not only to Holland, but also to Italy, France, Germany, England, and also to some other places in
Europe.
Moreover Consequently, the Ottoman Empire increasingly opened its economy to Western Europe in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. With the widening of the network between the two regions, the commercial relations of the Ottoman-Dutch merchants increased significantly. This development created a new situation between the markets of the two regions, the Levant and Northwestern Europe. Especially due to the Ottoman-Dutch commercial relations, a trend began to develop towards the integration of the European world economy with the Levant, and a world market for goods was based on international sup-ply and demand. These relations played a crucial role during the early stage of the integration between the Ottoman economy with the European world economy in the seventeenth century. However, it did not constitute full integration of the economy of the Empire and the European capitalist world economy. It was only the starting point for the integration of the two economies and this trend continued until the construction of railways in the late nineteenth century.
CONCLUSION
The Ottoman-Dutch commercial relations in the seventeenth century represent the relations between the European capitalist world economy and a World Empire. As an expanding trading nation in the world economy, the Dutch Republic played an important role in the commercial integration between the provinces of the Ottoman Empire and Western Europe in the same period. The growth of Ottoman-Dutch economic relations in the seventeenth century followed the growth of the economic relations between the provinces of the Empire and Western Europe. Therefore, the two world economic systems, the Ottoman and Western European economies increasingly opened to each other. The point is that the Ottomans had no political conflict with this newly rising western capitalist nation in the concerned period. Moreover, this trading nation was an Ottoman ally in the West.
From the last decades of the sixteenth century the Dutch merchants had an increased interest in the Mediterranean. But, the trade in this region was not so secure for the Dutch seamen. The hazardous conditions in the region motivated the Dutch to establish formal economic relations with the Ottomans. In fact, both the Ottomans and the Dutch had economic and political interests in cooperation in the improvement of their relationships.
Israel's views support our findings that political reasons played a role in the rise of the Dutch Mediterranean trade during the early modern period. Then, in understanding the Dutch role in the Levant trade, the Ottoman policies towards the Dutch should be taken into consideration. Indeed, the Ottoman governments were friendly towards the Dutch. Thus, in 1612, the Ottoman Empire and Dutch Republic formally established economic and political relationships, in that the first capitulations were granted to the Dutch. With this the Dutch succeeded in obtaining favourable privileges from the Ottoman Sultan Ahmed I, comprising seventy-five articles of trade which defined "Dutch liberties on the subject." These articles allowed the Dutch formal access to the Ottoman markets.
It is clear that the Ottoman Empire followed an "open door" policy towards the Dutch merchants. Having the privileges granted by the Empire, the Dutch merchants could extend their trade activities easier than before in the ports of the Ottoman lands. The Ottoman Empire granted them two more capitulations in the seventeenth century (1634 and 1680). It must be pointed out that the renewed capitulations meant a better status and a more tolerant situation for the Dutch merchants in the Ottoman territory. The important thing is that a new sultan confirms the 'old' privileges of the Dutch merchants. In the same respect the capitulations are modified to take into consideration the changes in trading patterns (mohair). Many historians stress that the increasing Dutch role in the Mediterranean was dependent upon the trade in bulky commodities. Israel, by contrast, strongly argues that it was dependent on the trade in luxury commodities. Braudel and his followers argue that the Dutch decline started in the mid-seventeenth century due to the disappearance of Baltic grain transports to the Mediterranean.
Our study has confirmed that towards the middle of the seventeenth century, a new feature in the commercial relations between the Ottomans and Dutch emerged. They became significant exporters of manufactured goods to the Ottoman Empire from Europe during the same period. The Dutch began to become the main importer of mohair yarn and the main exporter of lakens and camlets. In this respect, commercial relations flourished towards the middle of the seventeenth century and the Dutch Levant trade witnessed its zenith in the third quarter of the century.
In the last decades of the century due to the flourishing Ottoman-French and English relations and the mercantilist policies of these two nations against the Dutch in the Eastern Mediterranean, the Ottoman-Dutch commercial relations began to decline relative to those of the other western trading nations. Therefore, once again the political conditions and wars played their role in the Ottoman-Dutch economic relations.
One can observe that the Ottoman economic policy played some role in these developments. The Ottoman government was able to maintain its control over the presence of western trading nations within its borders throughout the seventeenth century. Besides the Dutch and English, the Ottomans opened their markets to the French in the last quarter of the century. They renewed French capitulations in 1673 and English ones in 1675. After this period the Dutch trade began to be adversely affected by the French and English expansion in the Eastern Mediterranean. The fact is that the seventeenth century witnessed the commercial integration between the Levant and Atlantic. Both the Ottomans and Dutch played an important role in this development.
